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Rulemaking because we did not receive
adequate advance notice of this event.

Background and Purpose
This temporary rule is necessary to

ensure the safety of the maritime
community during setup, loading and
firing operations of fireworks in
conjunction with the City of Rossford
Labor Day Fireworks. Entry into the
safety zone without permission of the
Captain of the Port is prohibited.

The Captain of the Port may be
contacted via Coast Guard Station
Toledo on VHF–FM Channel 16.

Regulatory Evaluation
This rule is not a ‘‘significant

regulatory action’’ under section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866 and does not
require an assessment of potential costs
and benefits under section 6(a)(3) of that
Order. The Office of Management and
Budget has not reviewed this rule under
that Order. It is not ‘‘significant’’ under
the regulatory policies and procedures
of the Department of Transportation
(DOT)(44 FR 11040, February 26, 1979).
This finding is based on the historical
lack of vessel traffic at this time of year.

Small Entities
Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act

(5 U.S.C. 601–612), we considered
whether this rule would have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The term ‘‘small entities’’ comprises
small businesses, not-for-profit
organizations that are independently
owned and operated and are not
dominant in their fields, and
governmental jurisdictions with
populations of less than 50,000.

The Coast Guard certifies under 5
U.S.C. 605(b) that this rule will not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

This safety zone will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities for
the following reasons. This rule will be
in effect for less than one day when
vessel traffic can pass safely around the
safety zone.

Assistance for Small Entities

In accordance with the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104–121),
assistance to small entities in
understanding the rule so that they
could better evaluate its effects on them
and participate in the rulemaking
process is available upon request. Small
businesses may send comments on the
actions of Federal employees who
enforce, or otherwise determine
compliance with, Federal regulations to

the Small Business and Agriculture
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman
and the Regional Small Business
Regulatory Fairness Boards. The
Ombudsman evaluates these actions
annually and rates each agency’s
responsiveness to small business. If you
wish to comment on actions by
employees of the Coast Guard, call 1–
888–REG–FAIR (1–888–734–3247).

Collection of Information

This rule calls for no new collection
of information under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501–
3520).

Federalism

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13132 and have
determined that this rule does not have
implications for federalism under that
Order.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531–1538) governs
the issuance of Federal regulations that
require unfunded mandates. An
unfunded mandate is a regulation that
requires a State, local, or tribal
government or the private sector to
incur direct costs without the Federal
government having first provided the
funds to pay those costs. This rule will
not impose an unfunded mandate.

Taking of Private Property

This rule will not effect a taking of
private property or otherwise have
taking implications under Executive
Order 12630, Governmental Actions and
Interference with Constitutionally
Protected Property Rights.

Civil Justice Reform

This rule meets applicable standards
in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of Executive
Order 12988, Civil Justice Reform, to
minimize litigation, eliminate
ambiguity, and reduce burden.

Protection of Children

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13045, Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks. This rule is not
an economically significant rule and
does not concern an environmental risk
to health or risk to safety that may
disproportionately affect children.

Environment

The Coast Guard considered the
environmental impact of this rule and
concluded that under figure 2–1,
paragraph (34)(g), of Commandant
Instruction M16475.1C, this rule is
categorically excluded from further

environmental documentation. A
‘‘Categorical Exclusion Determination’’
is available in the docket for inspection
or copying where indicated under
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165
Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation

(water), Reporting and recordkeeping
requirement, Security measures,
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard amends 33
CFR part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 50 U.S.C. 191;
and 33 CFR 1.05–1(g), 6.04–6, and 160.5; and
49 CFR 1.46.

2. A new temporary § 165.T09–079 is
added to read as follows:

§ 165.T09–079 Safety zone: Lake Erie,
Maumee River, Ohio.

(a) Location. A temporary safety zone
is established for the waters and
adjacent shoreline inside a 420′ radius
as extended from position 41° 36′ 97″ N,
083° 34′ 94″W, at the north end of
Jennings Street, Rossford, Ohio. All
nautical positions are based on North
American Datum of 1983.

(b) Effective dates. This regulation is
effective from 2 p.m., September 2, 2000
to 10 p.m., September 2, 2000.

(c) Restrictions. In accordance with
the general regulations in section 165.23
of this part, entry into this zone is
prohibited unless authorized by the
Captain of the Port.

Dated: August 18, 2000.
David L. Scott,
Commander, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of
the Port.
[FR Doc. 00–22205 Filed 8–29–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–15–U

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[VA099–5048a; FRL–6861–3]

Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans; Virginia;
Withdrawal of direct Final Rule

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Withdrawal of direct final rule.

SUMMARY: Due to an adverse comment,
EPA is withdrawing the direct final rule
to approve a revision to the opacity
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limit for drier stacks at the Georgia
Pacific Corporation Softboard Plant in
Jarratt, VA. In the direct final rule
published on July 19, 2000 (65 FR
44683), we stated that if we received
adverse comment by August 18, 2000,
the rule would be withdrawn and not
take effect. EPA subsequently received
an adverse comment. EPA will address
the comment received in a subsequent
final action based upon the proposed
action also published on July 19, 2000
(65 FR 44709). EPA will not institute a
second comment period on this action.
EFFECTIVE DATE: The Direct final rule is
withdrawn as of August 30, 2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ruth E. Knapp, Technical Assessment
Branch, Mailcode 3AP22, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region III, 1650 Arch Street,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 19103.
Phone (215) 814–2191 or e-mail
knapp.ruth@epa.gov.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52
Environmental protection, Air

pollution control, Intergovernmental
relations, Incorporation by reference,
Particulate matter, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

Dated: August 21, 2000.
Bradley M. Campbell,
Regional Administrator, Region III.

Accordingly, the amendment to the
table in § 52.2420(d) which added the
entry for Georgia-Pacific Corporation—
Jarratt Softboard Plant is withdrawn as
of August 30, 2000.

[FR Doc. 00–22161 Filed 8–29–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parts 52 and 81

[MI43–7283; FRL–6851–5]

Approval and Promulgation of State
Implementation Plans; Michigan

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Direct final rule.

SUMMARY: The United States
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
is adjusting the applicability date for
reinstating the 1-hour ozone National
Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS)
in Muskegon County, Michigan and is
determining that the area has attained
the 1-hour ozone NAAQS. This
determination is based on 3 consecutive
years of complete, quality-assured,
ambient air monitoring data for the
1997–1999 ozone seasons that

demonstrate that area has attained the
ozone NAAQS. On the basis of this
determination, EPA is also determining
that certain attainment demonstration
requirements, and certain related
requirements of part D of subchapter I
of the Clean Air Act (CAA), do not
apply to the Muskegon area.

EPA is also approving the State of
Michigan’s request to redesignate
Muskegon County to attainment for the
1-hour ozone NAAQS. Michigan
submitted the redesignation request for
the Muskegon area on March 9, 1995,
and submitted two updates to the
request on June 14 and July 5, 2000. In
approving this redesignation request,
EPA is also approving the State’s plan
for maintaining the 1-hour ozone
standard for the next 10 years as a
revision to the Michigan State
Implementation Plan (SIP). In this direct
final rule, EPA is also notifying the
public that we believe the motor vehicle
emissions budgets for volatile organic
compounds (VOC) and oxides of
nitrogen (NOX) in the Muskegon, MI
submitted maintenance plan are
adequate for conformity purposes and
approvable as part of the maintenance
plan.

In the proposed rules section of this
Federal Register, EPA is proposing
approval of, and soliciting comments
on, this SIP revision. If we receive
adverse comments on this action, we
will withdraw this final rule and
address the comments received in
response to this action in a final rule
based on the related proposed rule. We
will not open a second public comment
period. Parties interested in
commenting on this action should do so
at this time.

DATES: This ‘‘direct final’’ rule is
effective October 18, 2000, unless EPA
receives adverse written or critical
comments by September 29, 2000. If
adverse comments are received, EPA
will publish timely notice in the
Federal Register and withdraw the rule.

ADDRESSES: Send written comments to:
Carlton T. Nash, Chief, Regulation
Development Section, Air Programs
Branch (AR–18J), United States
Environmental Protection Agency, 77
West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago,
Illinois 60604. (We recommend that you
telephone John Mooney at (312) 886–
6043 before visiting the Region 5
Office.)

A copy of the SIP revision is available
for inspection at the Office of Air and
Radiation (OAR) Docket and
Information Center (Air Docket 6102),
Room M1500, United States
Environmental Protection Agency, 401

M Street S.W., Washington, D.C. 20460,
(202) 260–7548.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
M. Mooney, Regulation Development
Section (AR–18J), Air Programs Branch,
Air and Radiation Division, United
States Environmental Protection
Agency, Region 5, 77 West Jackson
Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois 60604,
(312) 886–6043.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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I. Adjustment of Applicability Date for
Reinstating the 1-Hour Ozone Standard

A. Why Did EPA Revoke the 1-Hour
Ozone Standard in Muskegon?

On June 5, 1998 (63 FR 31014), July
22, 1998 (63 FR 39432) and June 9, 1999
(64 FR 30911), the EPA revoked the 1-
hour ozone NAAQS in many areas
around the country in anticipation of
implementing the new 8-hour ozone
NAAQS that was established in 1997.
EPA revoked the 1-hour standard to
allow areas that were showing
attainment to redirect their focus toward
meeting the new 8-hour standard. On
June 9, 1999, the EPA revoked the 1-
hour standard for the Muskegon area
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